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BEFORE THE 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, DC 20554 

In the Matter of ) 
) 

Federal-State Board on Universal ) 
Service ) WC Docket No. 09-197 

) 
Chariton Valley Telecom Corporation ) 

) 
Petition for Commission Agreement ) 
In Redefining a Certain Service Area ) 
Served by a Rural Telephone ) 
Company. ) 

PETITION FOR COMMISSION AGREEMENT IN REDEFINING A 
CERTAIN SERVICE AREA OF A RURAL TELEPHONE COMPANY IN 

THE STATE OF MISSOURI. 

I. Introduction. 

Chariton Valley Telecom Corporation ("Chariton Valley"), pursuant to 

Section 54.207(c) of the rules of the Federal Communications Cmmnission 

("Commission"), hereby requests that the Commission concur with the decision of 

the Missouri Public Service Commission ("MoPSC") that redefinition of a service 

area in the state of Missouri is in the public interest. 1 

1 See "Application of Chariton Valley Telecom Corporation as a Telecommunications Carrier Eligible for 
Federal Universal Service Support Pursuant to §254 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996", File No. T A-
2012-0128, Order Granting Application for Designation as an Eligible Telecommunications Carrier, May 
11, 2013 (issued May 1, 2013, effective May 11, 2013) ("MoPSC Order"), Exhibit A hereto. 
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II. Background. 

Chariton Valley's parent, Chariton Valley Telephone Corporation, is a 

small rural member-owned ILEC. It serves eighteen exchanges to the north, west, 

and south sides of the Macon, Missouri exchange. It serves the exchanges of 

Atlanta, Bevier, Excello, and Jacksonville that abut Macon on the north, west, and 

south. Macon lies within Chariton Valley Telephone Corporation members' 

cmrununities of interest. Both Chariton Valley Telephone Corporation and 

Chariton Valley have calling plans that include Macon and the surrounding 

exchanges within each other's local calling scopes. 

In 2003 Chariton Valley invested approximately twelve million dollars in 

the Macon, Missouri community by installing Missouri's first underground fiber­

to-the-premise (FTTP) overbuild. The network consists of four (4) fiber nodes 

with fiber buried to most business and residential locations within the Macon city 

limits. Chariton Valley provides advanced voice and IP-enabled broadband 

services over this FTTP network via a "soft switch". 

Within the city of Macon, Chariton Valley has constructed fiber optic cable 

routes past every residence and business location, both those served by Chariton 

Valley and those served by Spectra Communications Group, LLP ("Spectra"). 

Chariton Valley did not target large revenue businesses only. Fiber drops were 

placed to every residence and business location that gave Chariton Valley 

permission to do so. 

With respect to customers in the exchange outside the city limits of Macon, 
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where Chariton Valley does not have a readily accessible fiber facility, it has or 

can provide broadband services via the deployment of wireless technologies. 

As a result of Chariton Valley Telecom's deployment of these facilities, 

customers in Macon have the advantage of being able to select broadband-based 

voice, video, and data services. 

III. The proposal is not a result of creamskimming. 

Creamskimming occurs when a competitive ETC obtains support based on 

the cost of serving particularly high-cost portions of an incumbent's study areas 

without actually serving those areas, potentially distorting competition and 

universal service. 

Spectra's service area, USAC study area 421151, consists of 107 exchanges 

located in different regions of southwest, south central, northwest, and northeast 

Missouri. 2 These regions are remote by distance from one another. 13 of these 

exchanges, including Macon, were designated "Zone 1" exchanges. The other 94 

exchanges were designated "Zone 2" exchanges. 

In order to escape the creamskimming analysis applicable to the Spectra 

study area, facilities based competitors would have to overbuild Spectra's facilities 

in nine separate clusters centered around the following exchanges "central" to 

each cluster: Potosi, Mountain Grove, Mount Vernon, El Dorado Springs, 

2 Spectra's Disaggregation Plan, including a map of its disaggregated exchanges constituting its study area, 
is attached hereto as Exhibit C. 



Concordia, Brunswick, Canton, Monroe City, and Macon. 

Chariton Valley Telephone decided to create Chariton Valley Telecom as a 

CLEC to compete with Spectra in Macon only, and not in any other Spectra 

Exchanges, as Macon was located within the community of interest of Chariton 

Valley. Chariton Valley did not select Macon in order to creamskim.3 

In the MoPSC proceeding no party contested the creamskimming issue. 

The MoPSC Staff concluded that this service area redefinition did not present a 

situation of creamskimming. It presented a detailed 24 point analysis of this 

issue, at paragraph 3 of its Staff Recommendation to the Commission.4 The 

MoPSC agreed with, and adopted this analysis.5 

IV. FCC Agreement with the Proposal will benefit Missouri. 

Chariton Valley provides FTTP or wireless broadband critical to broadband 

capability in the Macon exchange. FCC agreement with the Proposal will assist 

Chariton Valley's ability to expand and maintain broadband in the Macon 

exchange into the future. This will directly benefit communications residential 

and business customers in Macon, and will indirectly benefit customers outside the 

Macon exchange in communicating with Macon exchange residents. 

3 See sub-paragraphs 19-24 of paragraph 3 of the MoPSC Staffs Recommendation, Exhibit B hereto. 
4 Exhibit B hereto. 
5 Exhibit A, at pages 3-4. 
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V. Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, Chariton Valley respectfully requests that the 

Commission grant its Petition, allowing the proposed redefinition to become 

effective. 

May 13,2013 

Respectfully Subm·tt d, 
"' 

C{JJ/~·· 
~~son 
Mo Bar# 28179 
Johnson & Sporleder LLP 
304 East High Street, Suite 200 
P.O. Box 1670 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 
(573) 659-8734 
(573) 6761-3587 
cj@cjaslaw.com 
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Application of Chariton Valley Telecom ) 
Corporation for Designation as a ) 
Telecommunications Carrier Eligible for ) 
Federal Universal Service Support pursuant ) 
to§ 254 of the Telecommunications Act ) 
of 1996 ) 

STATE OF MISSOURI 
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

At a session of the Public Service 
Commission held at its office in 
Jefferson City on the 1st day of 
May, 2013. 

File No. TA-2012-0128 

ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION FOR DESIGNATION 
AS AN ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER 

Issue Date: May 1, 2013 Effective Date: May 11, 2013 

Syllabus: The Missouri Public Service Commission grants eligible 

telecommunications carrier ("ETC") status to Chariton Valley Telecom Corporation 

("Chariton Valley") for the purpose of receiving Lifeline and high-cost support as a landline 

carrier in the Macon, Missouri exchange served by Spectra Communication Group, LLP. 

Procedural History 

On October 26, 2011, Chariton Valley applied to the Commission for designation as 

an eligible telecommunications carrier ("ETC"), for the purpose of receiving Lifeline and 

high-cost support as a land line carrier in the Macon, Missouri exchange served by Spectra 

Communication Group, LLP. 

Staff filed its Recommendation on April 9, 2013, requesting that the Commission 

grant Chariton Valley the requested relief. No parties responded to Staffs pleading. 



Discussion 

The application is within the Commission's jurisdiction to decide.1 Because no party 

objects to Chariton Valley's application, no evidentiary hearing is required. 2 Thus, the 

Commission deems the hearing waived3
, and bases its findings on the verified filings, and 

makes its conclusions as follows. 

Chariton Valley is a Missouri corporation. It is a competitive local exchange carrier 

and holds a certificate of service authority to provide basic local exchange services in its 

service area. Within the last three years before the application's filing, no pending action or 

final unsatisfied judgment or decision, involving customer service or rates, has occurred in 

any state or federal agency or court against Chariton Valley, and Chariton Valley has no 

overdue annual report or assessment fees. 

The federal Universal Service Fund was established in the Telecommunications Act 

of 1996. The stated purpose of the fund is to ensure that telephone customers in rural and 

high cost areas, as well as low-income customers, have access to quality telecommunica-

tions services at reasonable and affordable rates.4 To meet that goal, the Universal 

Service Fund redistributes money paid into the fund by telecommunications customers to 

telecommunications service providers who serve rural and high cost parts of the country. 

Before a telecommunications service provider is eligible to receive funding from the 

Universal Service Fund, it must be designated as an Eligible Telecommunications 

Company, referred to by the acronym ETC. 

1 
47 U.S.C. § 214(e)(2). 

2 
State ex ref. Rex Deffenderfer Ent., Inc. v. Public Serv. Com'n, 776 S.W.2d 494 (Mo.App. 1989). 

3 
Section 536.060, RSMo 2000. 

4 
47 u.s.c. 254(b). 
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The Telecommunications Act established two factual criteria for determining whether 

an applicant may be designated as an ETC. First, the applicant must offer the services that 

are supported by the Universal Service Fund throughout the service area for which the 

designation is received. 5 The applicant can offer those services either through its own 

facilities, or a combination of its own facilities and the resale of another carrier's services. 

Second, the applicant must advertise the availability of such services and the charges 

therefore using media of general distribution.6 

Staff further states that on November 18, 2011, the Federal Communications 

Commission ("FCC") issued a Report and Order in which the federal Universal Service 

Fund ETC criteria have been changed.7 Staff states that the Commission must also 

determine that the granted ETC status will not result in "cream-skimming".8 Staff 

recommends that Chariton Valley's analysis is sufficient to establish that granting ETC 

status will not result in cream-skimming. 

The Commission finds the allegations in the Application and its supplements, and 

Staffs Memorandum and Recommendation to be true. The Commission may grant 

Chariton Valley eligible telecommunications carrier designation if it offers the services set 

out in Section 254 of the Act and if it advertises the availability of those services using 

5 
4 7 CFR 54.1 01 (a) (which requires ETCs to offer ( 1) Voice grade access to the public switched network; 

(2) Local usage; (3) Dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its functional equivalent; (4) Single-party service or 
its functional equivalent; (5) Access to emergency services; (6) Access to operator services; (7) Access to 
interexchange service; (8) Access to directory assistance; (9) Toll limitation for qualifying low-income 
consumers; and (1 0) Access to telecommunications relay services by dialing 711. 
6 

47 U.S.C. 214(e)(1). 
7 

Report and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, WC Docket No. 10-90 et al., FCC 11-161 
~ssued November 18, 2011 ). 

A cream-skimming analysis is to be conducted when an applicant seeks ETC designation below the study 
area level of a rural telephone company. Cream-skimming occurs when competitors seek to serve only the 
low-cost, high revenue customers in a rural telephone company's study area. 

3 



media of general distribution.9 The Commission finds that Chariton Valley has met those 

requirements. Therefore, the Commission will designate Chariton Valley as an eligible 

telecommunications carrier. 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT: 

1. Chariton Valley Telecom Corporation is designated as an eligible 

telecommunications carrier for the purpose of receiving Lifeline and high-cost support 

throughout the Macon, Missouri exchange served by Spectra Communications Group, LLP. 

under the provisions of 47 U.S.C. §§ 214 and 254. 

2. Granting Chariton Valley Telecom Corporation eligible telecommunications 

carrier status will not result in cream-skimming. 

3. Chariton Valley Telecom Corporation is authorized to receive Missouri 

Universal Service Fund support. 

4. Chariton Valley Telecom Corporation shall advertise the availability of Lifeline 

services using media of general distribution, in compliance with 47 U.S.C § 214(e)(1 ). 

5. This order shall become effective on May 11, 2013. 

6. This case shall be closed on May 12, 2013. 

R. Kenney, Chm., Jarrett, Stoll, 
and W. Kenney, CC., concur. 

Pridgin, Senior Regulatory Law Judge 

9 
47 U.S.C. § 214(e)(1), (2). 
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BY THE COMMISSION 

/Joshua Harden 
·Secretary 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI 

Application of Chariton Valley Telecom 
Corporation for Designation as a 
Telecommunications Canier Eligible for 
Federal Universal Service Support pursuant to 
§ 254 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

File No. TA-2012-0128 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

COMES Now the Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission and for its 

Recommendation, states as follows: 

1. On October 26, 2011, Chariton Valley Telecom Corporation ("the Company") 

applied for designation as an Eligible Telecommunications Carrier throughout the exchange of 

Macon, Missouri served by Spectra Communication Group, LLP. 

2. On November 18, 2011, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC") 

issued a Repoti and Order in which the federal Universal Service Fund eligible 

telecommunications carrier criteria have been changed. 

3. After extended analysis, summarized in the attached memorandum, the Staff 

recommends that the requested designation be granted. In addition to the usual criteria, the 

Commission must make a determination that the granted ETC status will not result in 

"cream-skimming." The Company submitted the following analysis, which the Staff 

recommends that the Commission find sufficient to establish that granting the requested 

ETC status will not result in cream-skimming: 

1. 47 USC 214 (e) (2) confers primary responsibility upon the Missouri 
Public Service Commission to make eligible telecommunications canier (ETC) 
detenninations. ETC designations are to specify the service areas so designated 
for that ETC. 47 CFR 54.201 (b). 

2. 47 USC 214 (e) (5) defines the service area of a rural telephone 
company to be its study area, unless and until the FCC and states, taking into 
account the recommendations of the Federal-State Joint Board, established a 
different definition, or "service area redefinition". 47 CFR 54.207 (a). 



3. 47 CFR 54.201(c) permits the Missouri Public Service Commission to 
designate more than one ETC in an area served by a rural telephone company. 

4. In designating an ETC to be in the public interest, 47 CFR 202 (c) 
requires consideration of the benefits of increased consumer choice, the unique 
advantages or disadvantages of the applicant's service offerings. Where an 
applicant seeks ETC designation below the study area level of a rural telephone 
company, a "cream-skimming" analysis is to be conducted, as well as 
consideration of other factors such as disaggregation of support under 
47 CFR 54.315, and "redefine" the service area for purposes of the ETC's 
designation. Rural cream-skimming occurs when competitors seek to serve only 
the low-cost, high revenue customers in a rural telephone company's study area. 

5. Federal universal service high cost support for rural carriers is averaged 
across all lines in a study area. Suppori on a per-line basis is the same throughout 
the study area, even though the costs of serving customers will likely vary. As a 
result, support in low-cost areas of a study area may exceed the cost of serving 
those areas while support in high-cost areas may be insufficient to offset the 
higher cost of serving those areas. Because USF support was then portable 1 to 
ETCs, concerns arose as to the possibility of arbitrage of universal support, and as 
to the existence of portable USF support creating uneconomic incentives for 
competitive entry. The purpose of a cream-skimming analysis is to address these 
concerns. 

6. 47 CFR 54.315 provided for disaggregation and targeting of federal 
USF suppori. The Federal-State Board on Universal Service recommended rule 
changes to the FCC that included disaggregation plans. The FCC adopted these 
recommendations in part, and three paths or types of disaggregation plans were 
established in 54.315. 2 The purpose of the disaggregation plans was also to 
address or alleviate the cream-skimming/uneconomic incentive concerns by 
allocating different levels of support, or "cost zones" within a wire center. 

7. On November 18, 2011 the FCC released its Report and Order 
restructuring federal USF support and Intercarrier Compensation, the 
"Transformation Order". 3 The Transformation Order restructured USF. Part of 
the restructuring was the elimination of the "identical support" rule by which 
CLECs and CMRS providers designated as ETCs received or "poried" the same 
amount of USF support as received by the incumbent local exchange carrier under 
as set forth in its disaggregation plan. Rule 54.202, which had required the 
cream-skimming analysis, was changed to no longer require consideration of 
disaggregation plans. Rule 54.315, which required disaggregation plans, was 
eliminated. Although these changes could be have been interpreted to eliminate 

1High cost USF support will no longer be portable after the FCC's November 18, 2011 USF Transformation Order. 
See footnote 3 below. CLECs receiving support, or disaggregated support, under the "identical support" rule, will 
have that support phased out and eliminated over 5 years. 
2 May 23, 2001 Fourteenth Report and Order, Twenty-Second Order on Reconsideration, CC Docket No. 96-45, et 
al., FCC 01-157, at pages 1-7, 57-64, in particular ,1~144-160. 
3November 8, 2011 Report and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, WC Docket No. 10-90 et al., 
FCC 11-161. 
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the cream-skimming analysis, ~ 1097 of the Transformation Order suggests that 
the existing ETC service area redefinition procedures, backstopped by the 
availability of forbearance, provide an appropriate case-by-case framework to 
address these issues in the near tenn. 

8. ETC applicant Chariton Valley Telecom Corporation requests ETC 
designation for the exchange of Macon, Missouri, and a redefinition of its service 
area limited to the exchange of Macon. 

9. Macon is an exchange served by Spectra Communications Group, 
LLC. Macon is one of 1 07 wire centers included within Spectra's study area 
number 421151. 

10. Several ETCs have been designated for Macon, in addition to Spectra 
Communications Group. The wireless ETCs for Macon include Missouri RSA 5 
Partnership and US Cellular. These wireless ETCs have obtained service area 
redefinitions that have included Macon and other limited portions of Spectra's 
study area 421151. CLEC Mark Twain Communications Company has been 
designated an ETC for 3 exchanges within Spectra's study area, Ewing, LaBelle, 
and Lewiston. 

11. Chariton Valley Telecom was incorporated in the State of Missouri 
September 24, 2001. The Missouri Public Service Commission granted a 
Cer1ificate of Service Authority to Provide Basic Local Exchange Service, Local 
Exchange Service, and Exchange Access Service on June 14, 2002 under 
Case No. TA-2002-238. Chariton Valley Telecom is cer1ificated to provide 
service in the large local exchange carrier exchanges of Southwestern Bell 
Telephone Company, Sprint Missouri, Inc., Verizon, Spectra, and Alltel. 
Chariton Valley Telecom has tariffs on file with the Missouri Public Service 
Commission and the FCC. Chariton Valley Telecom has approved 
interconnection agreements with Spectra and AT&T Missouri. 

12. In 2003 Chariton Valley Telecom invested tens of millions of dollars 
in the Macon community by placing Missouri's first underground 
fiber-to-the-premise (FTTP) overbuild using passive optical network (PON) 
technology. The network consists of four (4) fiber nodes with fiber buried to most 
business and residential locations within the Macon city limits, using 
IP technology. CV Telecom provides advanced voice and broadband services 
over this FTTP network via a "soft switch". Construction of this network was 
accomplished without receipt of federal USF support. 

13. Within the city of Macon, Chariton Valley Telecom has constructed 
fiber optic cable routes past every residence and business location, both those 
served by Chariton Valley Telecom and those served by Spectra. Chariton Valley 
did not target large revenue businesses only. Fiber drops have been placed to 
every residence and business location that gave Chariton Valley Telecom 
permission to do so. With respect to the majority of potential customers in the 
Macon exchange, Chariton Valley Telecom presently has the ability to provide 
service to these customers within a reasonable time of their request for service. 
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With respect to customers in the exchange outside the city limits of Macon, 
Chariton Valley Telecom does have some fiber facilities going to, or passing by, 
particular customer locations. Where CVT does not have a readily accessible 
fiber facility, it has or can provide broadband services via the deployment of 
wireless technologies. 

14. As a result of Chariton Valley Telecom's deployment of these 
facilities, customers in Macon have the advantage of being able to select 
broadband-based voice, video, and data services. A significant advantage of 
Chariton Valley Telecom service is that it is deployed over fiber. Fiber possesses 
bandwidth capacities enabling voice, data, and video to be deployed over a single 
facility to the customer. Not only does fiber provide greater bandwidth capacities 
than copper, it is less susceptible to quality of service issues. Customers in 
Macon can choose from a menu of services from multiple providers. At one 
extreme, customers can stay with voice-only telephone service provided by 
Spectra over copper facilities. At the other extreme, customers can obtain their 
choice as to voice, video, and/or data services provided over fiber. 

15. Chariton Valley Telecom's parent, Chariton Valley Telephone 
Corporation, is a small rural member-owned ILEC. It serves eighteen exchanges 
to the north, west, and south sides of the Macon exchange. It serves the 
exchanges of Atlanta, Bevier, Excello, and Jacksonville that abut Macon on the 
nmih, west, and south. Macon lies within Chariton Valley Telephone member's 
communities of interest. Both Chariton Valley Telephone and Chariton Valley 
Telecom have created expanded calling plans that include Macon and the 
surrounding exchanges within each other's local calling scopes. 

16. On May 22, 2002, pursuant to 47 CFR 54.315, Spectra filed a 
self-cetiified "path 3" disaggregation plan with the Missouri Public Service 
Commission for Spectra's study area 421151. Spectra's study area 421151 
included 1 07 exchanges (wire centers), located in portions of southwest Missouri, 
south central Missouri, northwest Missouri, northeast Missouri. 13 of these 
exchanges, including Macon, were designated "Zone 1" exchanges, and the other 
94 exchanges were designated "Zone 2" exchanges. For Zone 1 exchanges 
designated ETCs could collect $3.59 per line per month in USF support. For 
Zone 2 exchanges the amount was $15.21 per line per month. The Zone 1 
exchanges range from 947 to 7,252 access lines. The Zone 2 exchanges range 
from 57 to 4,786 access lines. There is overlap in exchange densities of the two 
zones. In one extreme a 947 line exchange is a Zone 1 "low cost" exchange. In 
another extreme a 4, 786 line exchange is a Zone 2 "high cost" exchange. 

17. Spectra's disaggregation plan did not disaggregate below the wire 
center level. It disaggregated above the wire center level at the study area level. 
The FCC Order creating the disaggregation paths, at paragraph 151, indicated 
Path 3 self-certifying carriers could choose a plan of up to two cost zones per wire 
center, or a different plan that complied with a prior regulatory detennination. 
There was no such prior regulatory detennination. 4 7 CFR 54.315 (d) (1) (i) 
seems to allow disaggregation to the wire center level, which may conflict with 
paragraph 151 of the FCC Order. It appears that Spectra's disaggregation plan, 
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which disaggregated an entire study area covering 107 wire centers into two 
zones, one with 13 entire wire centers, and one with 94 wire centers, scattered 
within several clusters of wire centers separated from one another, may be 
non-compliant. 

18. Mark Twain Communications Company entered Spectra's study area 
as a competitor, and was designated an ETC for three exchanges in noriheast 
Missouri on June 5, 2000. This was prior to the May 22, 2002 date on which 
Spectra self-ceriified its path 3 disaggregation plan. The FCC Order creating the 
disaggregation paths, at ~ 155, had determined that path 3 self-certification was 
not available where an ETC had been designated prior to the effective date of 
47 CFR 54.315, June 5, 2001. 4 It appears Spectra's disaggregation plan was not 
eligible for self-certification under path 3. 

19. Assuming arguendo that Spectra's path was compliant, it is difficult 
to see any circumstance in which a competitor would choose to complete in the 
entirety of study area 421151, thereby avoiding the cream-skimming analysis. 
Such a competitor would have to overbuild or resell Spectra's facilities in nine 
separate clusters of exchanges centered around the following exchanges "central" 
to each cluster: Potosi, Mountain Grove, Mount V emon, El Dorado Springs, 
Concordia, Brunswick, Canton, Monroe City, and Macon. These clusters are 
remote from one another. There is no apparent relationship between the separate 
clusters, other than acquisition by Spectra. The FCC's disaggregation concept 
makes intuitive sense for study areas of contiguous exchanges with common 
geographical or trade center interests. It makes no sense when applied to 
Spectra's disaggregation zones. If the disaggregation plan divided the Macon 
exchange into two zones, one for the Macon city limits, and the other for the 
portions of the exchange outside the city limits, that would make sense. 
Combining Macon, Aurora, Savannah, Cameron, Mount V emon, Concordia, 
Mountain Grove, Canton, Palmyra, Monroe City, Potosi, Brunswick, and Kahoka 
into a single Zone 1, makes no sense from a competition standpoint. Combining 
the other 94 exchanges as a single Zone 2 makes no sense, from a competition 
standpoint. Spectra's disaggregation plan is of little to no assistance in 
performing the public interest analysis of 47 CFR 54.202 (c). 

20. Chariton Valley Telephone decided to create Chariton Valley 
Telecom as a CLEC to compete with Spectra in Macon only, and not in any other 
Spectra exchanges. Under Spectra's disaggregation plan and the identical support 
rule in place in 2003, Chariton Valley knew it could only receive $3.59 per line 
month in USF, whereas if Chariton Valley had served in other Spectra exchanges 
it could have received $15.31 per line per month. Macon was chosen in spite of 
its comparatively smaller support amount available, not because of it. If Chariton 
Valley wanted to arbitrage portable USF funds, it would have chosen Zone 2 
exchanges, not Macon. Chariton Valley Telecom did not seek to serve in Macon 
because portable federal USF revenues provided uneconomic incentives for 
competitive entry. Rural cream-skimming occurs when competitors seek to serve 

4 Cited in footnote 2, supra. 
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only the low-cost, high revenue customers m a rural telephone company's 
study area. 

21. An evaluation of the population densities of Macon compared to the 
densities of other wire centers will serve no useful purpose for the 
cream-skimming analysis. 

22. The grant of ETC designation to Chariton Valley Telecom will not 
unduly burden the Universal Service Fund. 

23. The grant of ETC designation to Chariton Valley Telecom will not 
undercut Spectra's ability to serve the entirety of study area 421151. 

24. Chariton Valley's proposed redefinition of its service area to the 
Macon exchange for purposes of its ETC designation is granted. 

WHEREFORE, the Staff recommends that the Commission grant the requested ETC 

designation and find that granting such designation will not result in cream-skimming as 

provided in federal law. 

Respectfully submitted, 

~ 
Colleen M. Dale 
Senior Counsel 
Missouri Bar No. 31624 
Attorney for the Staff of the 
Missouri Public Service Commission 
P. 0. Box 360 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 
(573) 751-4255 (Telephone) 
cully.dale@psc.mo.gov 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that copies of the foregoing have been mailed, hand-delivered, 
transmitted by facsimile or electronically mailed to all counsel of record this 9th day 
of April, 2013. 
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To: 

From: 

Subject: 

Date: 

MEMORANDUM 

Official Case File 
Case No. TA-2012-0128 
Company Name: Chariton Valley Telecom Corporation 

Dana Parish 
Telecommunications Unit 

John Van Eschen (4/8113) 
Telecommunications Unit 

Cully Dale ( 4/8113) 
Staff Counsel's Office 

Staffs Recommendation to Grant ETC Status 

4/8113 

Date ETCappiication was filed: 10/26111 (Note: The applicant and Staff mutually 
agreed to delay processing the application in order to 
evaluate the FCC's November 201 I USF reform 
decision.) 

I Full nanJ.e o( Applicant: I Chariton Valley Telecom Corporation 

The Commission Staff (Staff) has reviewed the Company's ETC application and responses to Staff data 
requests. 

Basic Information Regarding Applicant (check as appropriate) . . 
.. 

Applicant's technology is: Landline X Wireless 
Applicant meets facility-based requirements? Facility-Based X Reseller 
If reseller, FCC has approved Lifeline compliance Yes Not applicable X 
plan? 
Applicant's Lifeline service fees: Monthly Fee X Free 

In Staffs opinion the Company has adequately met all ETC application requirements identified in Attachment 
A. Staff recommends the Commission grant ETC status to the Company, applicable only to the full name of 
the applicant as indicated above. The Staff fmiher recommends the Commission's order also indicate the ETC 
designation is subject to the following infonnation 

Purpose for Receiving ETC Status 
· .. 

(check "X" as appropriate) 
Solely for the purpose of receiving Lifeline 
support. 
Purpose of receiving Lifeline and high-cost X 
supp011. 

Proposed Service Area 
State-wide I 
Other (describe) I Macon, MO 

If ETC status is granted should applicant be authorized by the MoUSF 
Board to receive MoUSF su ort? 



Checklist Items Citation 

Complies with application requirements in 4 CSR 240-2.060 specifically: 
• Proper authorization fi·om Missouri Secretary of State . 

• Contact infonnation . 
• Provides statement indicating whether applicant has any pending action of final Application 

unsatisfied judgments against them by a state or federal agency or com1 involving 
customer service or rates within past 3 years. 

"' • Signed affidavit that verifies all information is true, accurate & correct in the ...... 
= (!) application. e 
(!) Is the applicant already certificated or registered by the Missouri PSC to provide local voice service ;.... .... 

in Missouri? (check "X" in appropriate box below) = 0" 
(!) 

~ 
Yes. If yes, the applicant must be compliant in: = .~ • Paying MoUSF assessment. ...... 

c::l 
.~ X • Paying MoPSC assessment. 
c.. • Paying Relay MO assessment. c. 
~ • Annual rep011 submissions . 
u .... No, the applicant is not certificated or registered by the Missouri PSC . "' c::l 
~ Has the Missouri PSC already granted ETC status to the company? 

Yes. If yes, cite the case and in space below explain the current ETC 
status of the company: 

X 
No, the applicant has not previously received ETC status from the 
Missouri PSC. 

Identifies any individual or entity having a 1 0% or more ownership interest in the 
DR002, 

applicant, and all managers, officers and directors or any person exerting managerial 
#15 

control over applicant's day-to-day operations, policies, service offerings and rates. 
Does the Applicant share common ownership or management with other companies? 
(check appropriate box below) 

;;.. 

I 
X I ~:s I ;.... 

0 ...... 
"' .... = ;;.. If yes, provide the following_ information: ;.... 
c::l Companies with common ownership or Indicate if identified company has ever = DR 002, .... 

received federal or state USF funding. c.. management: 
#16 ';.:) 

"' • Chariton Valley Telephone Corp. • Yes .... 
Q • Missouri RSA 5 Partnership • Yes 

d/b/a Chariton Valley Wireless 
Services 
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Have any matters been brought forth within the last ten years by any state, federal 
regulatory or law enforcement agency against the applicant or against any person or 
entity that holds more than 10% ownership interest in the applicant? (check 
appropriate box below) 

No. 

Yes. If yes, provide below the following information for each matter (date, DR002, 
agency and general description of the matter): #17 

• In June 2009, USAC hired an accounting finn to audit the Federal DR 002.1, 
USF High Cost receipts of affiliate Chariton Valley Telephone Corp. #1 

X June 2010, that finn challenged Chariton Valley's cost allocation Exhibit 1-4 
methods. USAC adopted the findings. Chariton Valley appealed the 
findings September 201 0; but was later denied by USAC. Chariton 
Valley filed an appeal December 10, 2012. To date, a final ruling in 
the case has not been made. 

Adequately explains the applicant's proposed service. Basic service characteristics: 

(check applicable Wireless Landline 
boxes) 
No charge 
Monthly Fee X DR002, 

#26& 
If applicant intends to offer a free wireless Lifeline service the applicant has Exhibit 
adequately explained: 1 & 3 

• How the company will ensure USF is not received until the subscriber activates the 
service. 

OJ) 

How the company will ensure support will only be received if the subscriber has ::::: • .... 
::::: used the service sometime during a 60 consecutive day time period. 0 .... 
"' Subscriber will be de-enrolled if fails to use the service for 60 consecutive days . ·s: • 
0 
1-. 
~ Applicant's proposed service area is adequately described. DR002, #2 ()) 
u 

& .... 
> 
1-. Application ()) 

rJ1 
Does the applicant qualify as a facility-based provider? 

X 
Yes. If yes, describe general facilities: 

No. If no then ensure: DR 002, #3 
• FCC has approved company's compliance plan . 

• Applicant has ensured customers will have access to 911 services . 

Advertising commitments. DR 002, #4 
• Provides a statement ce11ifying the company will advertise the availability of its Exhibit 1 
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suppm1ed service. 
• Provides reasonable explanation of how the applicant will advertise. 
• If adve11ising by direct mail the company has provided a reasonable explanation of 

how it will target these mailings. 
• Were Missouri-specific advertising examples provided? 

X I Yes I 
I !No I 

Demonstrates can remain functional in emergency situations. 
Provides statement will satisfy applicable consumer protection, consumer privacy and 
service quality standards and provides a reasonable list of applicable standards. (Wireless 
applicants must agree to comply with Cellular and Internet Assoc. 's Consumer Code for 
Wireless Sen1ice.) 
Will applicant maintain information about service provisioning and rates in a (check 
appropriate box below): 

Tariff X 
Informational Filing 
Website (indicate website) 

Provides a reasonable explanation of: 
• How the applicant intends to provide service throughout the proposed service area, 

including whereby the applicant lacks facilities or network coverage. 
• How service will be provided in a timely manner to requesting customers. 

Commits to maintain a record of complaints, including an agreement to make such records 
available upon request to the commission staff. 

Commits to remit required, collected 911 revenues to local authorities. 

Provides a reasonable demonstration the applicant is financially viable and technically 
capable of providing voice telephony service. 

Does the applicant intend to provide access to directory assistance services, operator 
services and interexchange services? 

I X I ~:s I 

DR002, #6 

DR 002, #7 

DR002, #8 

DR 002, 
#3 & #10 

DR 002, 
#11 

DR002, 
#12 

DR002, 
#13 
& 

Application 

DR 002, 
#14 

C) Cet1ifies all Lifeline funding will flow through to the subscriber. DR 002, 
- ~3 ~ =~----------------------------------------------------------------------+----------4 
~ ~ Commits to conduct business only through the name identified in the application and will DR 002, 
...._ o not use any additional service or brand names. (H company's name includes a d/b/a name 
~ ;.... ') #19 

..... ~ then the company can either use the company's fidl name and/or the d/b/a name. For 
~ "0 instance "ABC Company d/b/a Company W" can use that fit!! name or simply "Company DR ~~2 · 1 ' 

W". The company cannot solely use the parent name "ABC Company" or a name 
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d~fferentfi"om d/b/a name.) 
Commits to comply with all requirements associated with the Lifeline program contained DR 002, 
in 47 CFR Part 54 Subpart E. #20 
Commits to comply with all Lifeline requirements established by the Missouri PSC even if DR 002, 
solely funded by federal USF. #21 
Will the applicant seek support from the MoUSF? (check appropriate box below) 

X I Yes. If yes, ensure applicant only seeks MoUSF for landline service. DR 002, 
I No. #22 

Does applicant intend to participate in the Disabled program? (check appropriate box 
below) 

DR 002, I X I Yes. If yes, ensure applicant only seeks MoUSF for landline service. 

I I No. 
#22 

Adequately demonstrates how the applicant will ensure that the full amount of Lifeline or DR 002, 
Disabled support will be passed through to the qualifying low-income consumer. #23 

DR 002.1, 
#2 

Commits to use only a board approved Lifeline or Disabled application form. DR 002, 
#24 

Adequately explains how the applicant will initiate Lifeline or Disabled service to a 
subscriber. Explanation should include how company will ensure: DR 002, 

• The subscriber meets eligibility requirements . #25 

• The subscriber's identity and address are correct. Exhibit 2 

• Only one Lifeline or Disabled discount is provided to a household . 
Adequately explains how the applicant intends to annually verify a customer's continued DR 002, 
eligibility for the Lifeline or Disabled program, including what action will be taken if a #27 
subscriber fails to adequately respond or is no longer eligible for suppoti. & Exhibit 3 
Use of independent contractors to sign-up Lifeline subscribers (check appropriate box 
below): 

Intends to use independent contractors to sign-up Lifeline subscribers. If so then DR 002, 
applicant also commits to take full responsibility for these contractors. #28 
Does not intend to use independent contractors. X 

Adequately demonstrates how it will monitor its employees, agents or contractor to ensure DR 002, 
they comply with all applicable laws and rules concerning Lifeline or Disabled Programs. #28 
Commits to notify the commission of any changes to company contact information. DR 002, 

#29 
Provides statement the applicant complies with all reporting and assessment requirements DR 002, 
(if certificated or registered with the commission). #30 
Provides statement the applicant is compliant with contribution obligations to the FUSF. DR 002, 

#31 

Attachment A Page 4 of 6 



FCC waivers (check appropriate box below): 

Applicant has obtained waivers from FCC of certain ETC requirements 
and provided a copy of the FCC's decision. DR 002, 
Applicant has not sought any waivers from the FCC regarding ETC 

X 
#32 

requirements. 
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Additional requirements if seeking ETC statusto receive federal high:-cost 
Staff Review 

support 
Commits to comply with all requirements in 47 CFR Part 54, Subpart C. DR 002, #33 
Provides adequate explanation of how granting ETC status is in the p_ublic interest. DR 002, #34 
Provides a five-year plan describing specific proposed improvements or upgrades to 
the applicant's network throughout its proposed service area including detailed DR 002, #35 
descriptions of any construction plans with start/end dates, populations affected by Application, Att. B 
the construction plans, existing tower site locations for wireless cell towers, estimated 
budget amounts, as well as demonstrates the universal service support shall be used 
to improve coverage, service quality or capacity throughout the Missouri service area. 
Provides a detailed map of coverage area before and after improvements and in the DR 002, #35 
case of wireless providers, a map identifying existing cell tower site locations. 
Provides the specific geographic areas where improvements will be made. DR 002, #35 
Provides the projected start date and completion date for each improvement. DR 002, #35 
Provides the estimated amount of investment for each project that is funded by high- DR 002, #35 & 
cost suppmt. Application, Att. B 
Provides a reasonable estimate of the population that will be served as a result of the DR 002, #35 
improvements. 
Does the applicant believe that service improvements in a particular wire center 
or census block are not needed? (check appropriate box below) 

Yes. If yes, then applicant must: 

• Provide a reasonable explanation for detennining why service 
improvements are not needed for this area. DR 002, #35 

• Demonstrate how funding will otherwise be used to further the 
provision of supported services in the area. 

X No. 

Provides adequate statement that the proposed plans would not otherwise occur 
absent the receipt of high-cost support and that such support will be used in addition DR002, #35 
to any expenses the ETC would nonnally incur. 
Provides a reasonable plan outlining the method for handling unusual construction or DR002, #36, 
installation charges. Exhibit 6 
Provides adequate statement the applicant will use the support only for the provision, 
maintenance and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is DR 002, #37 
intended. 
Provides adequate & reasonable description of how the applicant intends to monitor DR 002, #38 
the company's quality of service. 
Provides adequate & reasonable description of how the applicant intends to monitor DR 002, #38 
the company's timeliness of _Qroviding service. 
Provides adequate & reasonable description of how the applicant intends to monitor DR 002, #38 
the company's timeliness of restoring out -of-service conditions. 
Provides adequate & reasonable description of how the applicant intends to monitor DR 002, #38 
the company's the amount of trouble experienced with the applicant's service. 
Provides adequate & reasonable description of how the applicant intends to monitor DR 002, #38 
the company's amount of outages experienced with the applicant's service. 
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Introduction 

.S ped:rn Connnmnications Group1 LLC 
Study i\rea Code No. 421151 

This fi I :ng is mJC.e n:1 he half r.f Sp::crra Con1mt:::·11c E.tior":s Cir.1up :o p·:o~1mc rhc 

Llishbgrcgatiun ur c~.p:i:.:.it fcdcr~tl ':1igh-cust suppc·rl in its Spc~:tra Cun::uunications Group 
sr.1dy r~rca in rhc :;nr:c of Missoc"i. This s:udy area hrcs hccn assigned the Study ;\rea Coce 
nu:nh::r 4211.51, T~11s (Ling IS mad::: :mrsuanf ro :he Or(lc·· o~- tl~c Fcclc:ral Conunumcatwns 
Con::nis~ion in CC Doc:ket Nus. 96 45 and 00 :256 lbat w;;:,s issued en ~v1ay 22, 20(H. tbat 
be~-:am,; cffc:ct ve o·1 .!nne liJ, :2.001. '!his fling .s rrmle purq:3m t:). and is cons~stcnt \\·iilL 

Section 54.315 of the rules of the Federa; C:nnmun:cation.s Commission \vhic:t spc\:ifie:; the 
r:::quln::mcnts for dis<:.~grc.gmion :·ilings.. 

Tntal Study 1\rea Support 

·.l T;1e r.o:nl illlh)tlllt nf ~up!Klli av:Ji la'1k: m rhis srlJ(JV nrc:fl without clisnggrc.g:JUon is 

~UJT;Tni.ir'/.t:-~ in l1e folicnv:ng t.:h~tr:.: 

Support Summary 

lnter~tJte Ccum-Jon Line Supp,1:"t 

Long Tcnn Supr-·ort 

Lot:al Switching Su;_:~por: 

Description of Disaggregation Plan 

HCl. 

JCLS 

LTS 

LSS 

Tolal 

Monthly f'~r Line 

:~.f.9i.O:'i7 $)_}() 

S!l }L()f)(l :t5.50 

$0 so.oo 

'!iO ~-O.UD 

$1All.h7 s w_so 

4. Th1s plm1 t:SIJ.b!i~:,es two :uppm1 zcm:::.:; frv the cnrir.;: study arc;'L ll thLTcf,_m_:. rr:c::ts Lbe 
~-:Ltcr1a ..:.:s,tabE:;hed i:t 54 . .:15 ll:at "upporl b:: di~aggrcgatcd. ··ir:c~o EO mcce r::-t::.n two cos: znne~ 
per \'v:rc. -:.::ecc{·. This di:-;aggregation :~ dc:ne diftf:·entiy for loop -·rc:lrccd .::.G., HCL, ICLS, 
and LTS) an( .swilch-rc.h_;:.d [L·~·., LSS) :::uppon mec~1::.nisrns. The precis·:: :n::J.1~s :"ly which 
this Cisaggrcga:i0-:1 is ~x;rf;"JJTned are desc:·Jix:d in th::: follcn.ving s..:::ctiOllS. 



..'1. The disaggregati(m ~1lan prm·lde;, suppo11 :1~ follnw.;; for tiK: H gh Cosr l_.oop \,HCL\ 
ln:~:rstate Curmn~m Ln:..~ Suppr;n OCLS), L~Jag Tcnn Suppon (LTS\ ::.nd Lccal S\.Vttching 
Suppon (LSS:• c};~•licir federal ~;t.:.~)pnrt rnechilnisn;s: 

HCL. ICLS LTS LSS 

Zone I ?:1!ne ~ Zor,e 7nne " 7nnc 7(l'1C ·) Zon.,; ]_ Zone: 2 ,:. -'-

$1.76 ,~/.Lj.7 $1.83 ,,., , .. 1 ;:,, ... so so $0 .w 

6. Leop re~::.Led ~upport is compascd of High Cost Lfjop ( HCI.) qJi•;KHi (Pc;:"t 3(:, Subsccticn F), 
lnterstnt.e Con·:non I.HlC Support (ICLS), artd Long T~.nn Support (LTS) (Section 34.50JJ. 
A[ of Lh;;:::;;,:. ::n;: .• :.:hacisr:1;) provide suppo1t to can"icrs wHI~ high :oop ccsr~. \Vhik: the: c.;;.a:.:t 

meuods hy v.;hich thc::;;c: m.;;clwnisms crJ.:::ulat:.:: ~L:ppurl ::.:·c :1oL it.knLk·.a~. ~a\.:h mechani:,m 
prcviJ:.:s suppun :n ;_~. mJ.nner in '.Vhich the high.:::::- lh: h>np cnst nf :he: cmr:cr, the more. 
SL;-,pnrt the cmric:r rc:cci\'G3. lB Jisa~::;rcgating Lhe Joop-:·dated mechanisms i.his 
mi;;;Lhodoiogy seeks r.o d.cftnc a lfWi·'Cl'-cc,;;t ::or.e (7nne 1) w:1\C:\~ rclatiYc:~y less lcop n:latnl 
sLppr:lt i~. nppr,)pri~rc. The n:.·E1ainin;; ~L:_:Jpurl <L';signeJ t0 t:1is ~udy '~:·ea i.s ~hen disu~huted 
to lh~ rt>maining Enes it~ ~be smdy area (Zcmc 2) in~ .mi:nrm b<lsis. 

7. The idcntif:catinn or the lower-cost zoth: \Va.3 accompli:st1cd usillg a pLblidy aV(lilable proxy 
n.xh::l, r'-K: Bcnchn:mk Co~l Pmxy ~vf::..,rJd Version :).0 \'-'Jh fCC Con'lm•1:1 hpuL'> ihat wa5 
p,;,~.ceJ on be p·Jbh.;: record in CC Doc.-:et ')(i-.:1.'} by rh~~ model 3po:l;:;uE Bdl S:,1uth, S~xl.nt 
ami L S \VEST un Dt.:.cr:rnb;;.r 1 ~. 1997. C:;~pies of rbs ::ncd.el may he oht;Jirec fmm t!·,c 
rcc· s 6teunenr Vencbr lntern:ttio:lr-i Trr,:lSCLption Scrvi;.:c;;,;, IL \:; irnpon~ml. {tJ ncle tha: this 
r.nodel e<tta i.~ u:::ci3. sokly for !J.n-poses of dist:f:')uting the fixed 8mot2''tt o,;,· totnl study 2n~,a 
support Fur:hennn•-e, even tl1oug,r·1 th· cos.1 daht , .... ,_~ sLbrnittnl in b:e. 1997, it milizcs ,1 
1·mw~1rd-!ock:ng er.JsL rr...;thoddogy <.md a net\vork archile.cLure rh£J: is ,-;•.w·cnrly used tod~1y, 

and that is sir.1ibr w that nsen in 'he l--'CC's Hybr:.J Co~t Pru.:x.y :V1ucrl (JICPM). The :csuits 
of 1he BCE .. 13 with FCC C;;mmor: Inputs ccrrr:;.]r,r.c very YveJ \.Vltl~ the results c·f the HCPI\1 
Tl:e comp•Jtcd results of rhe HCPM ior ;he no•Huml study arc:·.s are TJOL publicly available. 
\'v'hcr..:::as. the result;:; J'rou: th:: BCFM3 \'-'ilh fCC Commor. k:nus ztre. Fm tlu; r~t:S1:Jn r'1is dale! 
fcrms •t pL!blicly availah1e :u~d reln1;-,!e ha~is for ass..:::s~ing tl!c rdaliuushp oC <.:v~l ~'.nd densiJ:y. 

3. The 107 \Vir:.: centers i:i :his :::;u:dy ,;y~:-1 wer(~ rti~.kcd :.;a::>\.:d o11 L::-H:ir .:.:01Tt::opo:1ding momhJ;.: 
'oop cos: as .dcntilicd b;· th'-~ BCPT\.1J (See Column D, Exliihi~ 1). The KC:PM3 loop S.lppNl 

p.;r w:re cemer is idcrn:ificd in Colu1r:1 b. nf b~-xhil:>it l. lt v..-a~ dcl·:.::nnim::d b;· <.:ompJ.ring the 
v,-i rc ccnrc,· cost per iiiJl: (C~uh.Hm C) lo J 15.--+ c.f the nr;.o:ion ·,v;,J"' :::tvt:l il;SC:: L:u~t !·'Cl loup 
($.3: .07). This d.iffere:~cc was [h,:n mLILi~1lied hy th::; access luK :.:ounl !u dtLermine the wtal 
rnnnthl)' BCPrvu loop sup~)O!'l f;)r the \vi::-c c:c-:~l::r. 

9. \\.'t~ then clc.vclopc.d ,,._ fa:.::tc·r tu n:t: . .:mcile Ue 13CP:\I3 loop ~L}'lp(:rl w LJ·,e rota! [l~lua! s:_Lllly 
~1rea !oo_? .s.tppo:1. The reccnci-.ia1ior1 fa:~~or i~ tl:c toHd ,;,clt:a: ~numhly loop sup?or: for the 



m:cly area ci::vickc by rhc S'Jm of the BCP1vU loop ~up1xwL for a~ I wire cemer~. l'he ncL11:I 
!OCF) S.lppOL'l I)Ci \'.'llC e.;~"lll~r is l!ldicalnl in Culu:rm F and :..:umisls or the BCPl\B hwp 
;;uppor: n1'Jlt~plicd by the rccon;::ihaion fa:::cr. 

:0. The rhr;;:er lmvc~t cos: •.vlre .;::cnc:'S );haded nn F:>uihit 1 l:avc been de~ignued ;:~ '/m1e 1 
(Culumn G). T1c c-crr:ai:-lillg hgbc:r t:o~l win; ccnw:·.s h<•.ve bt.::l:n d~~ignalr;J i.iS Zom~ 2. 
Exhibir 2 is il map shmving 7nne I ;md 7.nnc: 2 wire certers 

11. Tl:e monthly loop suppurl l"u:- Zom: l i~ c:·Gt:)lish;_·.J <tl S3.:'i9 p;:.r lin~;, Lbs :·~presenLs lhc wtal 
Zmc l support diYidcd by f:K~ tou~ Zone ! r:.t:ce:->s hnes on Ex:1ih:L ~ _ Tl~e ·.11nn1nl:,.· loop 
SJPPC'J'I lOI Z0ne 2 LS c.:nt':Jlishcd at Sl5.22 p:.:r lim\ •.his rqm:.si.:Tll~ the. to·.al z.:. . .m~ 2 bl.tpport 
dividec ·:)y tt'.e total Zone:. '2 access lines 0:1 Exhi-:)it 2. 

12. Swj;:.: :·,_,"'eluted ;.u._~)pr:n i;., C(',ni po:..ed l'l'"' U·H:;il I S·~,vm:li i 1£, ~~11 j)[)L"lrt (I .S S} ('~<·ction 54.30 l) 
Since Cc.:JturyTcl s~r·yc~. uv\.T 50,000 line~ J is not ciigibk for :S\Vil<.:3-:-dateu suppmi. 

L?·. Tk: suppol'l pC\·iJ~d by Llti:, di:-;a,!;grc;;atiL~n plan docs nul t:hangt: .ht: l.vtal ~;upporl rc;,;e.:v::d 
by ttc smdy area. Th:: mtal n1onth I y loop suppnn for Z.c:•r.e l (S 177 .1)17) and /.on::: 2 
(Sl ,233,220) \Vil! produce: ltlis ~an:c lc-.:c.l of lOtr~~ suppon indicatL:d icl P~.rag1 <qh 2 ::".buvc. <nJ 
the fcllowi:1g chr~:t: 

HCL Support lCLS Support LT~ Sunnort LSS Suopon 

7.cn;,: I 7nn..: 2 7.nnc. I Tctal 

$:J SL4Ll4i 

]:J.. RJsed upon the foregoing, C::::lturyTcl ccrci[c.s t':1r~r i: m;:;cn :he rcquJrer:-ler-'_;; of P<:.,-1 54315 
nf the r-·cc rule:;; fm ;his disag~rcgati•.Jn plaL 
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